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Red Alert 


European Commissioner Pascal Lamy and the 
transnational corporations close to the 
Commission have good reason to believe that the 
Inter-Governmental Conference [IGC] to be held 
in Nice 7-8 December will modify Article 133 of 
the Amsterdam Treaty. If this happens, the 
struggle against corporate-led globalisation will 
receive a serious setback. 


Although treaty revisions may sound technical and 
boring, the implications are of the utmost gravity: 


Article 133 covers the relations between the 
Commission and member countries with regard to 
international trade. Trade, according to the 
Treaty, is an area of "mixed competence" between 
the Commission and the 15 member states, at 
least in the crucial fields of services, intellectual 
property and investment. This means that national 
parliaments have to approve Agreements 
concerning these subjects and member country 
governments can veto them. A 1994 judgment of 
the European Court guarantees mixed competence 
in these three areas [services, intellectual 
property, investment] whereas industrial goods 
are governed by the “qualified majority voting" 
system which gives broad powers to _ the 
Commission. 


The French government which until recently 
opposed any changes is now proposing to modify 
Article 133. 


Since July, Commissioner Lamy has undertaken a 
campaign to obtain broad powers and qualified 
majority voting for services [including health, 
education, audio-visual, transport, environment 
and all public services]; intellectual property 
[including Genetically Manipulated Organisms] and 
investments [along the lines of the failed MAI]. In 
September, he announced to a_ French 
Parliamentary Commission that "only France and 
Spain remained to be convinced" of the need to 
change in Article 133 to give the Commission far 
greater power. 


We have now learned that the French government 
is espousing the "socialist" Commissioner Lamy's 
cause. The preparatory texts for the IGC, under 
the French Presidency, no longer even suggest 
that Article 133 should be left as it is; that 
member states should retain the veto and national 
parliaments the power to ratify future trade 
agreements. The texts now circulating propose 
three "options", all of which would significantly 
extend the powers of the Commission and 
dramatically reduce democratic space and citizen 
involvement. 


The differences between the "options" France is 
now proposing concern mainly points of detail. 
Option "A" has two variants: the first places only 
services and intellectual property under qualified 
majority voting; the second adds investment. This 
doesn't matter greatly since the services 
agreement in the framework of the World Trade 
Organisation [GATS] protects the investments of 
foreign service suppliers anyway. 
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Option "B" proposes that member states can 
change Article 133 by qualified majority voting in 
order to include the three presently excluded 
areas of services, intellectual property and 
investment. Here is a question for legal 
specialists: since the European Court says that 
Article 133 does not apply to these three areas, 
and that any decision concerning them has to be 
unanimous, how can this decision be changed by 
qualified majority voting? This sounds 
suspiciously like a conjuror's trick. 


Option "C" consists in a Protocol of 8 articles and 
19 paragraphs in all. This protocol would apply 
only to negotiations within the WTO, which is, of 
course, by far the most important forum for trade 
negotiations. In this case the Commission would 
have far greater powers than today--not just over 
the three areas of services, intellectual property 
and investment but over all the Agreements 
overseen by WTO, more than two dozen all told. 
The Commission's negotiating mandate would be 
set by qualified majority voting, the Commission 
would represent all member states in the Dispute 
Resolution Body etc. 


Commissioner Lamy wants trade liberalisation 
across the board; what he is asking for can be 
compared to the "fast-track" powers which the US 
Congress refused for President Clinton. 


If any of these changes to Article 133--whether 
Option A, B or C--are accepted, the door will be 
open to neo-liberal doctrine and corporate 
demands with which both the Commission and 
Commissioner Lamy agree wholeheartedly. The 
structures of European government will become 
even more opaque, centralised and _ anti- 
democratic. 


There is still time to stop the revision of Article 
133. Our governments must not be allowed to 
hand over their sovereignty in this area, however 
desirable it might be to have qualified majority 
voting in other areas, for example social policy, 
where a single government like the UK can block 
policies which would be advantageous to citizens. 
The gains of the past one hundred years at least, 
including our social rights, our public services, 
health-care and education systems, are all at risk. 
We must mobilise against any changes to Article 
133 and prevent France from capitulating in Nice. 


Susan George 
President of Observatoire de la mondialisation. 
Vice-president of ATTAC France 


Information: 

Demonstrations called by many organizations will 
be held December 06 and 07 in Nice. A counter- 
summit will be held in Nice from December 06 to 
the O8th 


More information about international agreements 
and the European commission 

a) Presentation and main documents: 

http: //attac. org/ang/themes/mondialisation.htm 
b) All the documents. 

http: //attac. org/ang/themes/mondialisation/ accor 
ds. htm 








British Columbia resolution on GATS 


The Union of British Columbia Municipalities is the 
organization that represents local governments in 
British Columbia, Canada. 


At its annual Convention held in Victoria, B.C. 
October 24 - 27, 2000, the organization endorsed 
the following resolution on the WTO, the General 
Agreement on Trade in Services, and the 
Agreement on Government Procurement 


REPORT OF THE UBCM RESOLUTIONS COMMITTEE 


World Trade Organization - Agreement on Trade in 
Services (GATS) and Agreement on Government 
Procurement (AGP) 


WHEREAS Article | of the GATS agreement 
includes local governments under the scope of the 
Agreement, which contrasts with the provisions of 
the NAFTA agreement which explicitly exclude 
local governments from coverage; 


AND WHEREAS the federal government is 
currently formulating its negotiating strategy for 
making commitments in certain economic sectors 
under the GATS which could affect local 
governments’ jurisdiction in decision making with 
respect to its services and which could result in 
significant administrative burdens and costs; 


AND WHEREAS the federal government has also 
been discussing including subnational 
governments, including provincial and_ local 
governments, under the provisions of the 
Agreement on Government Procurement; 


THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 
1. that UBCM urge the federal government to 


consult with all Canadians, and especially local 
government jurisdictions, much more widely and 
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comprehensively than it has in the past, and to do 
so much earlier in the process prior to 
contemplating any Canadian negotiating positions 
with repsect to international trade agreements of 
all kinds; 


2. that UBCM, while recognizing that trade can 
have beneficial impacts on local economies, 
recommends strongly to the federal government 
that it bring forward a proposal to the WTO to 
exclude "local governments and authorities’ from 
the definition of a "measure" under Article | of the 
GATS agreement and further that Canada work 
actively to seek support for this amendment from 
the other WTO members; 


3. That UCM request the federal government to 
not include sub-national governments in Canada 
under the requirements of the Agreement on 
Government Procurement; 


4. and lastly, that UBCM urge the Federation of 
Canadian Municipalities to continue to dedicate 
staff to closely monitoring WTO discussions and 
the activities of the federal government in this 
regard and also to _ alert Canadian local 
governments of any potential encroachments on 
their jurisdiction and authority resulting from 
trade agreements. 


ENDORSED 


First published by Margrete Strand Rangnes 
2 November 2000 

Margrete Strand Rangnes 

Field Director 

Public Citizen Global Trade Watch 

215 Pennsylvania Ave, SE 

Washington DC, 20003 USA 
mstrand@citizen.org 

+ 202-454-5106 

+ 202-547 7392 (fax) 


The Alternative Summit 


In Marseilles on November 9th, the Euro- 
Mediterranean Meetings against liberal 
globalization will be held in parallel to the Fourth 
Euro-Mediterranean Conference, known as 
Barcelona 4. At the close of the meetings, a 
manifesto will call on organisations from both 
shores to get to work drawing up analyses and 
alternative proposals for a_ different Euro- 
Mediterranean partnership, with an economy once 
more based in service to human beings and 
respectful of their fundamental rights. For 


information: http: //attac.org/euromed/; or 
contact : secretariat.euromed@attac.org 


This article is one of a series presenting an 
analysis of the Barcelona process, its context, and 
the issues involved, from a citizen standpoint. 


Geopolitical and geostrategic issues of the 
Marseilles conference 


The bloody events in Palestine, their impact on the 
whole region and _ beyond, the _ first-person 
involvement of American political and military 
leaders of the highest level in an effort to regain 
control of the "peace process" - all this serves to 
illustrate the importance and gravity of the 
Palestinian problem, not only for US world 
strategy, but for the global security of the whole 
Mediterranean region. 


It is against this backdrop that the Marseilles 
conference is to be held, with the aim of  re- 
launching a Euro-Mediterranean partnership to 
establish a free trade area, covering the entire 
Mediterranean region, by 2010. In plain words, 
the EU intends building a regional economic and 
trading block to compete with the similar block 
created by the US on the basis of NAFTA. Yet 
since 1995, when the Barcelona process was 
launched, the United States has considerably 
increased its preponderance in the world system 
generally, and in the Mediterranean in particular. 


Taking into account only the recent, 1999-2000, 
phase, we shall limit ourselves to bringing out two 
highly significant elements of American world 
policy, which links economic and _ strategic 
objectives. In the area of trade, there is the 
unilateral greement with China on its entry into 
the WTO; in the area of strategy, there is the EU's 
overall acceptance of NATO as the proper 
framework for determining a European defense 
policy and its future development. These two 
significant factors show how the US can operate 
successfully on both shores of the Atlantic and the 
Pacific, thereby affirming their world-wide 
presence. It is in the context of this dynamic 
process of assertive hegemony that the Balkan 
adventure of the Kosovo war should be seen, as 
also the US réle in the Israelo-Palestinian and 
Israelo-Arab peace process - these being the 
very two areas (Balkans, or central Mediterranian, 
and the Middle East, which is also the Eastern 
Mediterranean) where Europe is seeking to extend 
its own sphere of economic, geopolitical, and even 
geostrategic influence. 
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The way the US pushed for enlargement of the EU 
, so as to include their other ally in the 
Mediterranean (besides Israel), Turkey - a key 
country not only for the Balkans but also for the 
Middle East and the Caucasus - speaks volumes 
about the strategy, as well as the determination, 
of the US, in a region they consider "vital", 
especially for energy interests. Moreover, in the 
Western Mediterranean, a region traditionally 
under Franco-European influence, there is the 
little-known fact that the US has managed to 
secure substantial advantages for its petroleum 
companies, thus decisively increasing its influence 
on Algeria, which the Americans now think of as a 
pivotal State in their strategy of control of the 
Mediterranean as a whole. 


This American activism meets up with the Euro- 
Mediterranean policy, whose main feature is the 
EU drive to establish privileged links with countries 
bordering the Mediterranean, on the basis of the 
liberalisation and deregulation of their national 
markets and the removal of economic functions 
from state control. But this economic policy - 
which nothing distinguishes from American policy 
- leads to ever worse imbalances, and contributes 
to widening the gap between countries of the 
North shore and those of the Southern and 
Eastern shores. Everything happens as though 
the Mediterranean region were about to encounter 
a dramatic bifurcation of its destiny: on one side, 
a block which is relatively strong economically, 
technologically and militarily, and on the other 
side, Eastern and Southern blocks which are due 
for a rough future, profoundly destabilised as they 
are by the widening of social inequalities, and by 
the accompanying ecological crisis, which makes 
things worse. 


Faced with this perspective, the EU - like the US - 
no longer believes in the possibility of effective 
socio-economic remedies mass exclusion is 
considered to be a_ structural (not a 
transitory)factor, which will get deeper and deeper 
in the non-EU Mediterranean countries. Not only 
do they no longer believe in remedies, they no 
longer care about them. This is a very worrying 
sign of the state of mind of so-called "élites" in 
Europe. Hence the political failure of the Euro- 
Mediterranean project, and hence the will of 
Northern and Southern States both to maintain a 
status quo which is to their advantage, and to 
prepare to control, essentially by force, the social 
and political disturbances which will inevitably 
occur in the region. That is the reason for the 
projected "Charter of Peace and Stability", a first 


draft of which should be adopted by the States 
meeting in Marseilles. 


However, this embryonic Mediterranean alliance 
comes up against a contradiction which at present 
is insurmountable: the non-solution of the 
Palestinian problem. But beyond this loom other, 
equally serious, contradictions, first of all, 
between the US and the EU : how are the EU 
member countries to reconcile membership of 
NATO with a specifically European strategy? Or to 
reconcile, within the EU, the partisans of 
autonomy with regard to the US, and those who 
prioritize the transatlantic link? Linked to this, but 
not identifical to it, is the disagreement opposing 
partisans of a policy based on military force, in 
dealing with the problems of the South, and those 
who wish to see a strategy of neighbourly 
relations and cooperation, in economic, social and 
political spheres, so as to attack at the roots the 
real causes of social and political instability - the 
more so because both American and European 
policies are confronted with the aspiration of the 
peoples of the South and East to decent social and 
political conditions. A choice must be made 
between confrontation and the search for a 
common, global security. That is the issue in 
Marseilles. 


Bernard Ravenel 


Fair Trade Action Alert 
Come to Cincinnati November 16th 


TO: Fair Trade Friends 
FROM : Public Citizen's Global Trade Watch 
DATE: November 5, 2000 


We often worry about how corporations are trying 
to rule the world; well, the "TABD" is about as 
close as it comes to corporate rule and it's coming 
to your neighborhood in November! The 
Transatlantic Business Dialogue (TABD) is a 
coalition of U.S. and European CEOs that has been 
key in pushing World Trade Organization (WTO) 
expansion. TABD provides an official path for 
corporations to make countless policy demands of 
the U.S. and European governments about 
removing "barriers to trade." 


Except what TABD corporations think of as 
"barriers" are what we cherish as our key worker 
protection, consumer safety, and environmental 
laws guarding the public health, protecting us 
from unsafe products, and keeping our air and 
water clean. The TABD will meet behind closed 
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doors as uSual, but this time in the U.S., in 
Cincinnati, on November 16-18, 2000. In Ohio, 
TABD plans to dodge the democratic process and 
declare its latest demands to the flotilla of U.S. 
and European government reps attending the 
session. 


Of course, citizens were not invited to their party - 
- and of course, we're coming anyway. Join the 
"Seattle coalition" in downtown Cincinnati on 
Thursday, November 16 to protest corporate 
globalization's cancer on our democracy and to 
learn more about TABD's role in corporate control 
of global decision-making! We'll kick off three 
days of civil society events and actions with a 
press conference and rally at Fountain Square 
Plaza at noon on Nov. 16, and head to the 
Cathedral of St. Peter in Chains at 7:00 p.m. fora 
globalization teach-in. Speakers will include Ron 
Blackwell of the AFL-CIO, Baldemar Velasquez of 
Farm Labor Organizing Committee (FLOC), 
Atherton Martin, a banana farmer from the Island 
of Dominica, Dan Seligman of the Sierra Club, and 
Public Citizen's own Lori Wallach. 


Here's how you can get involved: Come to 
Cincinnati on Nov. 16! We want to see you there, 
so make travel plans soon if you live outside the 
metro area. The Cincinnati-based Coalition for a 
Humane Economy (CHE) is helping to match out- 
of-towners with local hosts if you need low-cost 
housing. Call them at 513-588-8883, or email 
housing@che-2000.org. 


Volunteer! Rachael Belz at Ohio Citizen Action 
needs help with local outreach and publicity for 
these events, and of course we'll need assistance 
on the ground that day. 


Tell your friends, family and activist allies! Post 
and distribute the Flyer (go to our website at 
www.tradewatch.org for E-Z downloading) in your 
hometown or Cincinnati neighborhood. If you want 
to learn more about the TABD, check out the Fact 
Sheet (Same address or "URL"). 


In addition here are some of the best resources 
online: 


www.tabd.com The official TABD website includes 
a list of involved corporations, their Cincinnati 
agenda, and lists of key U.S. public interest 
policies they're planning to strike down next. 


www.tradewatch.org Our website contains fact 
sheets, flyers, links and more. 





www.xs4all.ni Our friends and colleagues at 
Corporate Europe Observatory also have two 
papers published on their website: "TABD: Putting 
the Business Cart Before the Government Horse" 
and "Doing Business in Berlin: Transatlantic 
Business Dialogue Annual Conference 1999." 


Want to know more? Contact us! Rachael Belz, 
Ohio Citizen Action: 513-221-2100 Alesha 
Daughtrey, Public Citizen: 202-454-5103 or 
alesha@citizen.org Angela Bailey, Public Citizen 
202-4545-5126 abailey@citizen.org 








Protest West African Gas Pipe line 


Please note: sign-ons should be sent NOT to us 
but to oilwatch@infoweb.abs.net and 
disera@infoweb.abs.net -- by November 13 








Request from Environmental Rights Action and 
Oilwatch Africa 


Dear Friends and colleagues, 


We have attached a petition to the World Bank 
asking it to withdraw all support for the proposed 
West African Gas Pipeline because of the serious 
threat the project poses to the communities and 
the environment of Niger Delta area, Ghana, 
Benin and Togo. We appeal to all concerned 
individuals and organisations around the world to 
quickly study the petition and sign-on. 


As the petition will be released in different 
locations around the world in early November, we 
urge all those endorsing the petition to do so 
before November 13, 2000. 


To sign-on send email to 
oilwatch@infoweb. abs. net and copy 
disera@infoweb.abs.net For organisations, the 
following information will be needed: Name of 
organization, address, name and title of person 
signing for the organisation. 


Please forward to your networks. 


Thank you. Isaac Osuoka Environmental Rights 
Action and Oilwatch Africa 


Open Letter to the World Bank on the West African 
Gas Pipeline 


Dear President J ames Wolfensohn, 


We, the undersigned organisations and individuals 
from around the world, wish to express our 
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solidarity with the local communities of the Niger 
Delta area and Nigerian civil society organisations 
who have rejected the West African Gas Pipeline 
project and requested that The World Bank should 
discontinue any support for the project. We share 
the concerns of the communities that the project 
would aggravate environmental devastation, 
human rights violations, communal conflicts and 
impoverishment of the communities in the gas 
fields and pipeline route. 


We understand that the World Bank funded the 
initial feasibility study for the West African Gas 
Pipeline and continues to support the project, 
which will transport natural gas from gas fields in 
the Niger Delta of Nigeria to special consumers in 
Benin, Togo and Ghana. The project is being 
developed by a consortium of transnational oil 
corporations including Chevron and Shell in 
partnership with the state owned Nigerian National 
Petroleum Corporation, Ghana National Petroleum 
Corporation, Societe Beninoise de Gaz and Societe 
Togolaise de Gaz. The partners signed agreement 
for the project in 1999 and construction of the 
pipeline is expected to be concluded by 2002. The 
World Bank has been working with the 
governments of Nigeria, Benin, Togo and Ghana to 
set a fiscal and regulatory structure to make the 
project profitable for the corporations. 


By continuing to support this project, the World 
Bank is encouraging the corporations and the 
governments involved to ignore even the most 
basic processes to protect the natural environment 
and the livelihood of local populations. Though the 
pipeline will have negative impacts on the natural 
environment and the local communities, the 
communities have not been informed about the 
nature of the project, as prior consultation with 
the communities is clearly not a consideration for 
the consortium. 


Also, a transparent and inclusive Environmental 
Impact Assessment (EIA) process was not carried 
out in all the countries involved. It is unfortunate 
that months after representatives and indigenes of 
local communities in Nigeria's Niger Delta, 
delegates from Ghana, Benin Republic and Togo 
as well as concerned NGOs and social movements 
met in Effurun, Delta State, Nigeria between 14 - 
15 March 2000 and protested the absence of 
consultation and EIA, Chevron, the managing 
sponsor of the project and the Nigerian 
government have been carrying on with total 
contempt for the objective fears of the 
communities. 


Consultation Although the project was conceived 
before 1993 and a Memorandum of Understanding 
was signed as far back as August 1999, members 
of the communities in the gas fields where 
Chevron's gas gathering facilities are located and 
communities along the proposed pipeline route 
have been ignorant of the project. This is because 
Chevron has maintained a high level of secrecy, 
refusing to inform and _ consult with the 
communities that will bear the impacts of the 
project. We, therefore, conclude that Chevron and 
her partners are not willing to address the fears of 
the communities, which have arisen with the 
history of violations and destruction associated 
with Chevron and the other transnational oil 
corporations. Chevron, the managing sponsor of 
the West African Gas Pipeline, is currently being 
sued in U.S. courts for their role in aiding and 
abetting the Nigerian military in killing and 
torturing unarmed civilians protesters on two 
separate occasions, on the Parabe platform and in 
of Opia and Ikenyan villages on May 28, 1998 and 
January 4, 1999, respectively. Similarly, Shell, a 
member of the consortium is responsible for 
numerous killings and rights violations in the Niger 
Delta area. 


Chevron has failed to give adequate information in 
response to enquiries by civil society organisations 
in Nigeria, Ghana and Togo. The responses to 
organisations have been scanty and_ ‘self- 
contradictory. In some of the responses, Chevron 
claims to be committed to consultation with host 
communities. However, with the project billed to 
commence by 2001 and construction expected to 
be concluded by 2002, there would not be enough 
time for adequate consultation considering the 
magnitude of the project and expected impacts. 


For example, in March, 2000, Chevron failed to 
show-up in an information and_ consultation 
meeting to discuss the WAGP_ with local 
communities, civil society organisations, media, 
government agencies and experts from Nigeria, 
Ghana and Togo, though the _ independent 
organisers had invited the company and officials of 
the company had announced that the company 
would be sending representatives. 


Similarly, the Nigerian National Petroleum 
Corporation (NNPC) failed to turn up for the 
information and consultation meeting despite the 
prior indication of willingness to attend during 
meetings with the organisers. 


The governments of Nigeria, Benin, Togo and 
Ghana also have not demonstrated any real 
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commitment to consultation with local 
communities and civil society organisations. We 
must point out that a favourable condition for 
democratic participation in decision-making of 
local communities does not exist in the Niger Delta 
area of Nigeria, due to continuing militarisation of 
the area and central government legislation that 
deprives the local communities of all rights to 
ownership and control of land. With the 
government having the power to arbitrarily 
expropriate communal land for oil and gas 
development, the people are quite powerless to 
engage in any~ meaningful participatory 
consultation with oil companies and the state. 


Environment The West African Gas_ pipeline 
project, like similar projects in the Niger Delta 
area of Nigeria and other tropical countries, will 
surely affect the natural environment upon which 
the communities depend for survival. The 
wetlands and the mangroves that the pipeline will 
traverse are universally registered as_ fragile 
ecosystems. We are all aware of the devastating 
impacts the reckless activities of Chevron, Shell 
and the other transnational oil companies involved 
in the exploitation of oil and gas have had on the 
natural environment of the Niger Delta area. 


It is worrisome that despite the fact that there are 
a few legislative stipulations as to how projects 
should be organised, the oil companies and 
government agencies almost always ignore such 
stipulations. 


Though an Environmental Impact Assessment 
(EIA) is a statutory requirement, which should 
precede projects of this nature in Nigeria, Chevron 
has not conducted any EIA for the West African 
Gas Pipeline. However, gas sales contracts have 
either been signed or are being negotiated. That 
Chevron and its partners will conclude agreements 
for gas sales and project construction before a 
consideration of the real cost of the project on the 
natural environment and the local communities is 
unacceptable to us. It should be unacceptable to 
the World Bank. 


The West Africa Gas Pipeline will not contribute 
towards the truly sustainable development of any 
of the communities in the targeted countries. The 
fact is that the gas is not destined to supply the 
real needs of the communities but those of 
unsustainable industries. In Ghana, the gas will be 
consumed mainly by the gold mines. The result 
will be the expansion of unsustainable gold mining 
activities and the resultant exacerbation of 
environmental degradation and destruction of the 


livelihood of local populations. Hence the project is 
totally contrary to the commitment to sustainable 
development. 


Furthermore, at a time when the world needs to 
decrease its reliance on fossil fuels because of the 
global threat of climate change, this project will 
further increase the world's reliance on fossil 
fuels. 


We are aware that the project is being promoted 
as one that would contribute to the reduction of 
gas flaring, a serious environmental problem that 
has been created by the oil companies and the 
Nigerian government. It is our position that oil 
companies and the government should be 
responsible for correcting the problem of gas 
flaring, which they have created. Reduction of gas 
flaring should not be tied to profit considerations, 
as is the case with the West African Gas Pipeline 
and similar projects of its kind. 


Despite the claims of the consortium, there is no 
guarantee that the flaring of ASSOCIATED GAS 
will be reduced as a result of the West African Gas 
Pipeline. If the West African Gas pipeline will 
collect natural gas from special non-associated 
gas fields, as is the case with the Nigerian 
Liquefied Natural Gas Project, then there will not 
be any reasonable reduction of gas flaring. The 
gas that is flared in the Niger Delta area is 
ASSOCIATED GAS. Any project that will lead to 
considerable reduction of gas flaring should be 
based on a programme aimed at collecting 
associated gas. The responses to the enquiries of 
civil society organisations on this matter indicate 
that Chevron and other members of the 
consortium do not have a clear programme for the 
reduction of flaring of ASSOCIATED GAS. 


Gas flaring by oil companies operating in the Niger 
Delta area is not just a problem for the local 
communities. The planet earth is affected as the 
emission of major greenhouse gases such as 
carbon dioxide and methane from this area 
contribute significantly to the problem of global 
climate change. Chevron accepts the problem that 
it creates and is promoting the West African Gas 
Pipeline as a project that will contribute to 
mitigation of global climate change. Chevron is, 
therefore, asking for credit under the Clean 
Development Mechanism. However, what this 
amounts to is that Chevron is asking to be 
rewarded for attempting to solve a problem it 
created. Besides, without a clear plan for the 
reduction of the flaring of ASSOCIATED GAS, it 
would amount to a faulty decision by_ anyone that 
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intends to grant Chevron any carbon credit for the 
West African Gas pipeline. Furthermore, we object 
to Chevron and other companies profiting from 
reducing gas flaring; we believe the communities 
that surround these flares must be compensated 
for years of health and environmental problems 
associated with gas flaring before any company 
profits from gas flare reduction. 


Human rights Despite the recent hand-over of 
power in Nigeria from military to civilian rule, 
grave violations of human rights persist in the 
Niger Delta area of Nigeria, with increasing brutal 
repression of peaceful community _ protests, 
extrajudicial executions, detentions without trial, 
violation of livelihood etc. Hopes that the current 
civilian government would better address the 
Niger Delta discontent dimmed with the massacre, 
in November 1999, of Odi residents and the total 
destruction of Odi town by Nigerian soldiers on the 
orders of the civilian President, General Olusegun 
Obasanjo. 


Without prior consultation with communities and 
with a pervading climate of insecurity in the Niger 
Delta area, there is no guarantee that killings and 
other rights violations will not be a consequence of 
the West African Gas Pipeline Project. 


Communal conflict The expropriation of communal 
land and degradation of communal farmland and 
wetlands by Chevron and the other oil companies 
in the Niger Delta area have resulted in scarcity of 
agricultural land and fishing ground. The result 
has been an increasing commodification and 
competition for land. Communal conflicts for land 
have been assuming an_ increasingly violent 
character with destruction of lives and property. 


Also, with the impoverishment and_ political 
marginalisation of the minority peoples of the 
Niger Delta area, demands for self-determination 
and resource control is increasing among 


communities in the area. Some _ of the 
communities have openly called on oil companies 
to withdraw from their areas pending the 
resolution of these issues. 


With these crises still unresolved by the Nigerian 
State, any new project of the magnitude of the 
West African Gas Pipeline will certainly contribute 
to worsening the condition for violence and 
destruction. 


Based on the foregoing, and in support of the local 
communities we demand that the World Bank 
discontinue support for the West Africa Gas 
pipeline until: 


1. The Nigerian state, which is a part of the West 
African Gas Pipeline consortium, addresses the 
issues of access to land, resource control, 
livelihoods and self-determination for communities 
and peoples of the Niger Delta area; 


2. The Nigerian central government discontinues 
its programme of militarisation of the oil- bearing 
Niger Delta area and create a condition for 
democratic participation; 


3. Chevron and the Nigerian government address 
the fears of the local communities. These fears as 
articulated by the people themselves include: The 
absence of an all-inclusive Environmental Impact 
Assessment, the grave environmental devastation 
that will result from the project including 
deforestation, explosions, the fragmentation of 
habitats and wildlife corridors and the blocking of 
water bodies, cultural dislocation as well as 
economic impoverishment. 


Thank you. 


Signed by: (...) 
(organisations and individuals around the world) 


International Calendar. 


Until the next issue of the Newsletter here are few international meeting dates. For further information 
please see: http: //www.globenet.org/aitec/calendrier/calendrier.htm In order to complete this calendar, 





please send any information at : aitec@globenet.org 





Nov. 9: Alternate Summit Barcelona IV 


Nov.12 : Alternative Summit Marseille (Euro-Mediterranean Partnership) 

Nov 13 : Barcelona IV // Conference of the parties 6, climate treaty, The Hague, Netherlands 

Nov 14 : Barcelona IV // Conference of the parties 6, climate treaty, The Hague, Netherlands 

Nov. 15: Barcelona IV // Conference of the parties 6, climate treaty, The Hague, Netherlands // Eurodad 


Annual Conference, Helsinski, Finland 


